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THE ORDER OF THE HOLY CROSS (CRUTCHED
FRIARS) IN ENGLAND

By EGERTON BECK, M.A., F.S.A.(Scot)

Read 21 November 1912.

ONE of the religious communities dissolved in the reign of
Henry VIII was described in its deed of surrender as ' prior
et conventus domus fratrum ordinis sanctae Crucis juxta
Turrim Lond. vulgariter nuncupatae The Crossed Fryers' '
—the house of the brethren of the Holy Cross, popularly
called the ' crossed friars ' ; a house whose memory is kept
alive by the street near the Tower of London known as
' Crutched Friars.' The object of this paper is to give
some account of the order to which it belonged, and to
attempt to determine the number of its establishments in
this country. It will be shown that its members were
canons regular, and, assuming this for the moment, some-
thing must be said in regard to their designation as the
crossed, crouched, or crutched friars.2

This was a purely popular, and not their official style;
just as now in Italy the clerks regular ministers of the sick,
instituted in the sixteenth century by St. Camillus de Lellis,
are, on account of a red cross on their habit, known as
the crociferi. Popular names of this sort are common
enough; the generality of people have not sufficient interest
in the religious orders to trouble themselves about their

1 Rymer, Foedera (ed. of 1704-1735), xiv. 610.
2 In Holland, and Belgium where the order still exists, they are known

as Kruisheeren or, by the French-speaking population, Croisiers. A
London weekly newspaper, The Tablet, has taken to speak of them as the
' Crozier fathers,' which looks as if there were in the minds of those
responsible some confusion between a crozier and a cross 1
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distinguishing characteristics, and it is easier to lay hold
of some salient feature in a habit than to attempt the
realization of what exactly its wearer may be. A cross
would afford a ready means of identification and, so long
as there were not two cross-bearing communities in the
district, a sufficient one. The same nickname would be
given to one body in one place ; to another, elsewhere. In
England, we find the term crutched friar applied not only
to the canons of the Holy Cross * but also to Trinitarians
and to certain Augustinian hospitallers.

It must be remembered too that ' friar ' itself is merely
a popular term. It is now generally taken to be synonymous
with ' mendicant' ; as the distinguished scholar who wrote
the article on friars in the ' Encyclopaedia Britannica' says,
it is' the English generic name for members of the mendicant
religious orders.' But this use of the term is not exclusive :
for example, in a well-known popular book on English
monastic life it is applied to the comparatively wealthy
community of Bonhommes at Ashridge. The meaning of
' friar,' or its equivalent, as used in pre-Reformation times,
has yet to be worked out. But one thing is quite certain,
the Latin ' frater' is no guide whatsoever in the settling
as to who should be styled ' friar ' ; for ' frater ' is applied
not only to mendicants but to monks, hospitallers, and
canons regular3—-at the present day, some abbots (doubtless
as a mark of the modesty and humility which have always
characterized their class) regularly prefix it to their signa-
ture. And it may also be observed that the Italian ' fra '
is not reserved for mendicants: this may be seen in the
pages of the ' Almanac de Gotha,' in which His Eminence

1 The term ' Order of the Holy Cross ' is itself not free from confusion ;
it has sometimes been applied to the Order of the Holy Sepulchre.

2 In the Hist. MSS. Commission Reports on Various Collections, iv. 330,
may be seen the translation of a lease granted in 1320 by the canons
regular of Tandridge, which begins : ' Grant by Friar Thomas, Prior of
Tanregge, and the Canons of the said Convent to,' &c. One wonders
whether the author of this report would describe an abbot of Westminster
as Friar X ! If not, why not ?
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the Grand Master of the order of Malta is entered as ' Fra
Galeazzo de Thun et Hohenstein.'

The only instances, known to me, of Trinitarians being
styled ' crutched friars ' are in some state papers of the
dissolution period; but there are indications that in the
minds of some people there was a confusion of these religious
with the canons of the Holy Cross. Leland speaks of the
Trinitarians of Mottenden as ' fratres ordinis sanctae
Crucis ' ; Tanner states that a community of canons of the
Holy Cross established at Welnetham, in Suffolk, were
sometimes, in wills, called brethren of the Holy Trinity ;
and in the deed of surrender of the priory of Donington,
which undoubtedly belonged to the order of the Holy Cross,
that house is described as ' domus fratrum ordinis sanctae
Trinitatis,' and its prior as 'minister, '1 the style of the
superior of a Trinitarian house. In this, the Rev. J. C. Cox,
author of the article on Donington in the ' Victoria History
of Berkshire,' sees a confirmation of ' the opinion as to the
identity of the two orders.' In fact, it only shows how
misleading by itself even documentary and official evidence
may be : for the prior of Donington was then, or had been
shortly before, provincial in England of the order of the
Holy Cross. The doubt which would naturally arise is as
to the prior having sealed or even seen the deed ; though
a misdescription of themselves in such a document would
probably not greatly have troubled those who by it were
losing house and home. As to the two orders being identical,
it need only be said that the most elementary acquaintance
with their history would be sufficient to show that they were
in their origin, have been throughout the ages, and still are,
absolutely distinct: there has not been even a similarity
of habit to condone the confusion.

Leland supplies an instance of Augustinian hospitallers
being termed ' crutched friars.' Speaking of Brackley, he
says: ' Master Paynell told me that there was of late a

1 Rymer, Foedera, xiv. 613.
T.S.—VOL. VII. O
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place of crossyd friers.' In the margin he wrote ' hos-
pitalarii'; and Tanner is probably right in suggesting that
Master Paynell referred to the hospital of St. John which
in 1485 had been annexed to Magdalen College, Oxford.
For another instance, we may go to Exeter, where it seems
that in the early sixteenth century the prior and brethren
of the old-established Augustinian hospital of St. John
were called crutched friars by the townsfolk.1

But we are only concerned with one of the various
bodies popularly styled crutched friars, the order of the
Holy Cross which had the house by the Tower. Of this
Tanner says:—

The order of crossed or crouched friars was instituted, or at
least reformed, by one Gerard, prior of St. Mary of Morello at
Bologna; and confirmed A.D. 1169 by pope Alexander III, who
brought them under St. Austen's rule and made some other
constitutions for their government. They came to England
A.D. 1244, and had their first house at Colchester. At first they
carried a cross fixed to a staff in their hands, but afterwards
a cross of red cloth upon their backs or breasts. The habit
was appointed by pope Pius II to be of a blue colour.

This account, which has been generally adopted by later
English writers, is taken in the main from Newcourt's
' Repertorium ' ; and Newcourt in turn relied upon Hos-
pinian's ' De origine Monachorum,' as Sir James Murray
has done in the ' New English Dictionary.' As a sum-

1 In the discussion which followed the reading of this paper, Mr.
Theodore Craib pointed out that in the early Chancery proceedings there
was a case relating to some crutched friars of Exeter. In connexion with
this Mr. R. C. Fowler very kindly called my attention to a note which he
had written for the Devon and Cornwall Notes and Queries (vi. 90) ; and
also to another, contributed by Mr. Wilfrid Bowring (ib. vi. 107), calling
attention to an Exeter will of 1514 which had been printed in the same
magazine (iv. 150-151). One of the parties to the Chancery suit was
Richard Hyll ' prior of the Crosse Freres of the cite of Exeter.' This was
in 1500-1501 ; and in the will, there is a bequest to the ' crossid fryers of
St. John's.' On looking at Oliver's Monasticon, we found that in 1500-
1501, the prior of St. John's hospital was Richard Hyll.
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marised account of the order of the Holy Cross, it is wrong
in every particular.

The monastery of Claire Lieu by Huy, on the Meuse,
in the diocese of Liege, which afterwards became the mother
house of this order, was founded by Theodore of Celles, a
canon of St. Lambert's, the cathedral church of Liege.1

He and his companions, according to the tradition of the
order, made their profession as canons regular in 1211.
According to the same tradition, the order of the Holy Cross
was verbally approved by Innocent III, and in writing by
his successor, Honorius I I I ; but for this, there seems to be
no evidence, and the earliest documents given by Hermans
belong to the year 1248. In that year Innocent IV granted
the canons of Huy a bull of protection on October 1, and
three weeks later directed Henry, bishop-elect of Liege, to
settle and approve their constitutions. From the pope's
letter, it appears that the canons had lived under the rule
of St. Augustine and certain of the Dominican constitutions,
and that they then wished to adopt these constitutions in
their entirety, except as regarded the habit and the pro-
hibition to hold property.3 The bishop approved the
constitutions in the form asked for, the canons retaining
their own habit and the right to hold property. In his
charter, dated December 31, 1248,3 he stated that to his
knowledge the order had been already approved and con-
firmed by the pope ; and Rene Chopin says that this
papal confirmation was given on October 23, 1248, at the

1 I am much indebted both for facts and for documents to the Annales
canonicorum regularium S.Augustini ordinis S. Crucis, which was published
at Bois-le-Duc in 1858, being edited by Dr. Cornelius Rudolph Hermans.
The Chronicon of Fr. Henry Russell, published at Cologne in 1635, forms
the basis of the work: Hermans contributed an abundance of notes and
of documents.

2 Le Mire, Opera Diplomaiica (Brussels, 1723-1748), iv. 38. This
instruction to the bishop-elect of Liege is wrongly entered in the Calendar
of Papal Letters, i. 249, as having been addressed to the bishop of
Lincoln : in this Mr. Bliss apparently followed M. Berger's Registres
d'Innocent IV, No. 4155 (vol. ii. p. 9).

3 Le Mire, op. cit. iv. 38, 39.
o 2
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Council of Lyons, his authority being a ' privatus cruci-
ferorum codex autographus.'x The cardinal Jacques de
Vitry, who died in 1244, makes no mention of these canons
in his ' Historia Occidentalis ' ; but a few months after
the approval of their constitutions, letters of protection
were granted to the order in England, and about the same
time houses were established at Namur and Toulouse-
It may be fairly assumed that the year 1248 saw the real
beginning of the order, as distinct from the priory of Huy ;
and in this the order of the Holy Cross would closely re-
semble that of Arrouaise, which was deliberately started
thirty or forty years after the foundation of the monastery
from which it took its name.

Once established, the order made considerable headway,
and houses were founded not only in Germany but in
France, the Low Countries, and England. Till the French
Revolution, the prior of Huy was its master-general, and it
is interesting to note that the sixth prior was an Englishman
who had previously held. the offices of procurator of the
Paris house and provincial of England. The forty-ninth
and last prior died at Liege in 1790, and the order was
acephalous for sixty-three years ; but in 1853, Pius IX
gave permission for the election of a new general under
new conditions. There were then only three convents in
existence—two old ones and another of recent foundation :
but the order has shown signs of renewed vitality, and the
present master-general has under his jurisdiction two
monasteries in Holland, three in Belgium, and two in the
United States.

That the order of the Holy Cross was from the beginning
one of canons regular, is beyond doubt. In its constitutions
there is a direction that no one should be received as a
canon or as a lay-brother without the permission of the
prior of Huy 2 ; in 1434 the prior of Huy, in a document

1 Monasticon (Paris 1624), lib. i. 9 (p. 38).
2 Distinctio iacap. 13, De recipiendis—Nullus prior aliquem recipiat in I

canonicum vel conversum nisi de Hcentia prioris Hoyensis vel visitatoris. j
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addressed to the pope, Eugenius IV, described himself as
' prior generalis conventus Huyensis . . . ordinis S. Crucis
canonicorum regularium ' ; and at the end of the fifteenth
century one of the community of the English priory of
Barham was entered in the Ely registers as ' canon of
Barham.' x Nor is the evidence of papal documents lacking.
The order is spoken of as ' ordo canonicus ' in a bull con-
firming the possessions and privileges of the priory of
Namur granted by Innocent IV in 1254 2 ; and in another
by which Leo X, in 1516, granted many and great privileges
to two English houses—-the ' canonici presbyteri' of those
houses are mentioned more than once.3

There are indications that popularly the canons of the
Holy Cross were classed with the mendicants : they certainly
were not mendicants, for they might hold property. But
that they had departed considerably from the normal type
of canon regular is seen in the form of profession; for a
canon of the Holy Cross promised obedience not to the prior
of his own house but to the prior of Huy, the master-
general. Every order of canons regular departed more or
less from the normal type; but this particular departure
is so much opposed to the spirit of the Austin canon, properly
so called, that at first sight it would seem to destroy the
claim of the order of the Holy Ghost to be ranked with the
canons regular.4 Such a point, however, would hardly have

1 British Museum, Cole MS., xlvii. p. 295 (in the account of the
priory of Barham). 2 Le Mire, op. cit. iv. 40.

3 For a transcript of this bull, I am indebted to the courtesy of the
Very Rev. L. Honhon, prior of the Kruisheeren of Diest, who had already
laid me under great obligations by the ready kindness with which he had
more than once given me information on points relating to his order.
The transcript, I should say, reached me after the reading of the paper.

4 The Italian order of Lateran canons has gone farther still, for not
only do they require the permission of the general for profession, but the
profession itself is for the order and not for a particular house; the effect
of this being that a canon may be moved from house to house and from
province to province. Very little is left in common with the old canons
regular {e.g. those of St. Maurice d'Agaune in Switzerland) beyond the
name and the habit—and even part of the habit was abandoned in the
sixteenth century.
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influenced the popular judgment. The basis of this was
not improbably the fact that the work of the canons was
not confined to their church ; for like the Dominicans (with
whom some of the first canons are said to have laboured in
Provence) they were itinerant preachers.

These canons were sometimes, in official documents,
styled cruciferi, and it is important that they should not
be confused with other bodies bearing this name : the
errors of English writers on monasticism have, in this regard,
arisen from a failure to recognise the fact that similarity of
name does not necessarily imply unity of institute. There
is no necessity to enumerate the different orders officially
known as cruciferi, much less to attempt the impossible
task of setting out a list of those to whom the term has been
popularly applied. But something must be said of an
Italian order, the ' sacer ordo cruciferorum,' whose chief
house was a hospital at Bologna, dedicated, according to
Moroni, to St. Mary.1

St. Mary's hospital was probably founded during the
pontificate of Alexander III—that is, between 1159 and
1181.2 It became the mother house of an order which,
after some five centuries of existence, was suppressed by
Alexander VII in 1656, when only four convents were left;
twenty-one having been already dissolved by Innocent X,
his immediate predecessor.3 The colour of the habit of
these hospitallers (who may or may not have been canons
regular) was only fixed in 1460, when Pius II ordered that
it should be blue, also directing that they should always
carry a silver cross in their hand.

It is to this order that Tanner and his followers have
ascribed the English crutched friars ; and it is only fair to
them to note that the canons of the Holy Cross themselves
have, in the past, claimed a common origin with the Italian
cruciferi in an order founded in the Holy Land by St. Cletus,

1 Dizionario, xviii. 304.
2 See a bull of Urban III in Migne, P.L. ccii. 1507.
3 Bull. Rom. (Luxemburg 1727), vi. 30.
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the second successor of St. Peter. This legend and its
amplifications bristled with improbabilities, or rather
impossibilities, and was quite irreconcilable with known
facts. There is, however, no need to dwell upon it, as it
appears to have been abandoned by the order ; and it is
much to be desired that other canons regular should follow
so sane an example and put aside, with other myths, their
preposterous claim to antiquity.

The crutched friars are commonly believed to have
made their first appearance in England in 1244. Matthew
Paris states that a new order appeared at the synod of
Rochester on the vigil of All Saints in that year, and asked
those there assembled for a domicile in this country : he
adds that they claimed extraordinary privileges which they
said had been granted by the pope. He says, too, that the
new-comers were called cruciferi, because they carried a
cross on a staff.1 It has been generally assumed that these
cross-bearers were identical with those afterwards known
as crutched friars.3

The rejection of this assumption is, I venture to submit,
amply warranted by the following facts. First, the visit of
the cross-bearers took place four years before the approval
of the constitutions of the order of the Holy Cross, and it
is not easy to believe that they had already been granted
extraordinary privileges. Secondly, nothing seems to be
known in the order of the Holy Cross of these privileges—
there is no reference to them in Russel's ' Chronicon,' or in
the documents collected by Hermans; but religious orders
do not readily forgo or make little of their prerogatives.
And thirdly, there is nothing to suggest that the canons of
the Holy Cross ever carried a cross as part of their insignia ;
their distinguishing mark has been the bi-coloured cross

1 M. Paris, Chron. Maj., ad an. 1244 (Rolls edn., iv. 393, 394).
2 The only opinions to the contrary known to me are those expressed

by Morant in his History of Colchester and by Mr. A. G. Little in the
Victoria History of Oxfordshire : both distinguish the ' friars' of the Holy-
Cross from the cross-bearing friars mentioned by Matthew Paris,
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sewn on the habit as prescribed by the constitutions of 1248.
Moreover, direct evidence is not wanting ; a weighty argu-
ment is, I think, furnished by three entries on the Patent
Rolls. In 1244, the year of the Rochester episode, letters
of protection were granted to the brethren ' of the order
[hospital] of St. Mary of the order of the cruciferi,' x and
in 1250 similar letters were issued for ' the hospital of St.
Mary of the order of the cruciferi';3 whilst in 1249 we find
protection granted to the brethren of the order of the Holy
Cross, de ordine Sanctae Crucis? These entries point to the
presence of two different bodies. The third obviously
relates to the order of the Holy Cross : the other two
concern some order of cruciferi connected with a hospital
of St. Mary. And I suggest the possibility of Matthew
Paris having recorded an endeavour made by the cruciferi
of St. Mary's hospital in Bologna to establish a footing in
England.

An early attempt to found an English house of the
canons of the Holy Cross was made at Warenford in Nor-
thumberland, not later than the year 1251, by Juliana de
Merley, who granted them land with a house, a chapel, and
a mill.4 There can be no doubt as to the identity of the
grantees, for the charter refers to them as the prior and
brethren of the Holy Cross whose chief house was in foreign
parts—to wit, in the diocese of Liege. The canons did not
make a lengthy stay : they were dispossessed by the bishop
of Durham, and in 1255 or 1256 the chaplain, appointed
by him, successfully defended an action brought against him
by ' Brother Peter prior of the brethren of the Holy Cross'

1 Cal. Pat. 28 Hen. 3, m. 2. The first' order ' is written quite clearly
on the roll: it is an obvious, and very natural, blunder on the part of
the scribe. The 1250 entry suggests the probable correction.

2 Ibid., 34 Hen. 3, m. 6. \
3 Ibid., 33 Hen. 3, m. 2. l

4 Her charter is undated, but there is a confirmation entered on the
charter roll of 1251. The charter is printed in the History of Northumber-
land (issued under the direction of the Northumberland County History
Committee), vol. i. (Parish of Bamburgh), p. 249, note. I t was printed
from the original in the possession of the late Canon Raine.
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in England.' i The same bishop gave them, perhaps by
way of compensation, land in Osmutherley : 2 but there is,
so far as my knowledge goes, no reason for thinking that
a convent was established in that place. In the course of
the next ninety years, there were other disappointments ;
abortive efforts were made at Kildale in Yorkshire,3 Oxford,4

Blakelowe-in-Farndale,6 Wotton-under-Edge,6 and, if Burton
is not mistaken, York.7 Nothing need be said of any of
these with the exception of the short-lived Oxford founda-
tion, the bull confirming which was signed by the pope
and ten cardinals.8 There is a document connected with
this referred to in the ' Monasticon,' which should have
been sufficient to put anyone on the track of the ' crutched
friars,' being as it is the licence for the establishment of this
house granted by the master-general, Libertus, from the
' cloyster of Hoy.' 9

During the three centuries, however, of its connexion
with England, the order of the Holy Cross succeeded in
establishing three or four small houses and in annexing
another. Before the end of the thirteenth century, convents
were in existence at Welnetham in Suffolk,10 and in London.
The order had possession of the chapel of St. Thomas the

1 Assize Roll 40 Hen. 3, printed (1891) by Surtees Society in Three
Early Assize Rolls for the County of Northumberland, at p. 10.

2 Cal. Pat. 41 Hen. 3, m. 1.
3 Cart, prioratus de Gyseburne (Surtees Society), i. p. 389, and cf. Cal.

Pat. 4 Edw. 2, p. 1, m. 20. The archbishop of York speaks of the
religious who had gone there as ' se de ordine fratrum de Cruce praeten-
dentes.' They were probably canons of the Holy Cross, but may have
belonged to some other body.

4 Cal. Pat. 16 Edw. 3, p. 2, m. 25.
5 Cal. Pat. 21 Edw. 3, p. 2, m. 6. I know of nothing to show that a

foundation was actually made either here or at Blakelowe.
6 Cal. Pat. 23 Edw. 3, p. 1, m. 22.
7 Burton, Monast. Ebor., p. 57.
8 Cal. Pap. Lett., iii. 381.
9 Vol. vi. 1586. Mr. A. G. Little, writing of this foundation in the

Victoria History of Oxfordshire, says that this licence is still preserved in
the archives of Merton College, Oxford.

10 There is no notice of this priory among the religious houses in the
Victoria History 0/ Suffolk.
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Martyr in the former place before the end of 1293 ; for in
21 Edw. I, the prior and brethren of the Holy Cross of
Little Welnetham acquired the advowson of the chapel of
Bergham or Barham in Cambridgeshire.1 The London
house, Leland says,3 was founded in 1298 by two citizens,
Ralph Hosier and William Sabernes, both of whom, accord-
ing to Stow,3 afterwards joined the order. There was
undoubtedly a close connexion between these two priories.
In 1331 a licence in mortmain was granted for the alienation
to Welnetham priory of certain lands &c. in Suffolk for
the purpose of finding two chaplains to perform divine
service ' daily in the church of the order in London.' *
This suggests the idea that the inmates of the two priories
formed one community ; the canons of Welnetham may
have migrated to the capital, and the London priory have
borne much the same relation to the older house as Repton
bore to Calke. The priory of Welnetham was certainly still
in existence in 1347,6 but it came to an end before the
dissolution of the monasteries in the sixteenth century :
the London house survived, but its suppression did not
add much to the spoil.

The advowson of the chapel of Barham having been
acquired by the canons of Welnetham, at a later date a
convent was established there—probably in 1323, for in
that year John Furneaux of Barham obtained a licence to
alienate a messuage and fifty-two acres of land to the
prior and brethren of the Holy Cross in Barham.6 At the
dissolution, the ' late priory of Barham ' was granted as
parcel of the possessions of the London house;7 and this
looks as if immediately before the suppression it had been
not an independent house but a cell.

1 Index of Inquis. ad quod damnum, i. 32.
2 Collect, (ed. Hearne), i. 109.
3 Survey of London (ed. C. L. Kingsford), i. 147.
4 Cal. Pat. 5 Edw. 3, p. 2, m. I.
5 Ibid., 21 Edw. 3, p. 1, m. 10.
6 Ibid., 16 Edw. 2, p. 2, m. 25.
' Letters and Papers . . . Henry VIII, xv. 942 (19).
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Another foundation which survived till the general
suppression was made at Donington in Berkshire. The
date is unknown, but not improbably the house was estab-
lished in or about 1376, in which year a licence was
granted 1 to Sir Richard Abberbury for the alienation
of lands to the London priory for the maintenance in
Donington of two chaplains belonging to the order.

One other house was acquired in England-—the hospital
of the Holy Cross in Colchester ; according to Morant,
this was in 1496.2 Mr. R. C. Fowler, writing in the ' Victoria
History of Essex,' says that they ' claimed that the hospital
had formerly belonged to them and that they had been
expelled from it. They produced papal bulls and other
evidences and were admitted.' But this hospital was in
existence before the arrival of the order of the Holy Cross
in England, for in 1235 its prior levied a fine.8 In 1251
letters of protection were granted to the brethren,4 and in
1283 to master Thomas de Colecestre, keeper of the hospital.5

At the last-mentioned date, the hospital was apparently in
secular hands, and there is no obvious reason for thinking
that there was any change before 1496: indeed there
seems to be no reason for thinking that the order had
ever had possession. One is forced to conclude that
the story put forward at the end of the fifteenth
century was mythical and the evidence misunderstood—
or manipulated.

Two other houses have been added to this list, Guildford
and Reigate. But the only authority for the existence of
a house of crutched friars at the former place is Speed ;
and it was unknown to him when he compiled the list of
monasteries for the first edition of his ' History of Great
Britaine,' published in 1611. In this he enters the priory

1 Cal. Pat. 26 Hen. 6, p. 2, m. 19.
2 Morant, History of Colchester, ii. 42.
3 Essex Archaeological Society, Calendar of Feet of Fines, 112 (Col-

chester, 1899-1910).
4 Cal. Pat. 35 Hen. 3, m. 4.
5 Ibid., n Edw 1., m. %\.
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of St. Cross as having belonged to the friars preachers;
but in the second edition, published in 1627, without note
or comment, he assigns St. Cross to the ' crouched fryers '
(probably on account of the name), and finds another house
dedicated to St. Dominic for the ' preaching fryers.' Till
something in the nature of evidence be produced, any
suggestion of the existence of a priory of crutched friars at
Guildford must be disregarded.

As to Reigate, it will be satisfactory (and perhaps
amusing, as showing how history is sometimes written) to
take the various authorities in chronological order. Leland 1
speaks of Reigate priory as being of ' the order of St.
Augustine,' the common mode of describing an ordinary
house of Austin canons. Speed in 1611 calls it ' a priory
of Augustines' ; 2 Harpsfield in 1625 has ' P. Augus-
tiniani' ; 3 Reyner in 1626 gave the Reigate house to the
crutched friars ; * Speed in 1627 followed Reyner ; 6 Tanner
mentions Reyner's opinion, but does not accept it, assigning
the house to Austin canons ; 6 and Stevens contents himself
with adopting what Reyner says on the subject.' Cox in
1730, by a curious mischance, brought into his account
of this priory certain facts belonging to the history of the
London crutched friars, saying—

About the year 1298, two citizens of London, William Sebern
and Ralph Hosier, becoming considerable benefactors to this
order, took upon them their religious habit under Adam the
prior of that house. . . . The place where this priory stood in
the town of Reigate [sic] still retains the name of Crouched Friars,
but instead of the religious house there was a tennis-court and
glass-house set up soon after the dissolution, but they were both
burnt down to the ground, except the outward walls, in the year
1575-8

1 Collect, (ed. Hearne), i. 90.
2 History of Great Britaine, p. 798.
3 Historia Anglicana Ecclesiastica, p. 775, Douai, 1622.
4 Apostolatus Benedictinorum in Anqlia, i. 164, Douai, 1626.
5 History, &c, 2nd ed., p. 823.
6 Notitia (ed. Nasmith).
7 Hist. 0/ the Ancient Abbeys, &c.,ii. 268. 8 Magna Britannia, v. 448.
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This is practically a translation of Reyner's short sum-
mary of Stow's account of the London house. The
editor of Manning's ' History of Surrey'x inserted the
following at the head of the list of priors : ' Adam was prior
about 1298 when William Sebane and Ralph Hosier, two
citizens of London, becoming considerable benefactors to
this order, took upon them the religious habit under this
prior.' And the Rev. J. C. Cox, writing in the ' Victoria
County History of Surrey,' adopts his namesake's blunder,
in so far as it relates to the London citizens and Prior Adam.
He says, however, that Stevens and others are mistaken in
calling the house a priory of crutched friars ; and in this
he is undoubtedly right. As Tanner points out, Reigate
priory is referred to in the Winchester registers as being of
the order of St. Augustine,2 a quite sufficient indication of
what it really was : Reyner, the originator, it would seem,
of the erroneous description, was perhaps led astray by the
dedication of the house to St. Cross.

Before passing on, a word must be said in regard to
another institution—the hospital of Ospring near Faversham.
Tanner3 and Hasted4 both say that this was founded for
a master, three regular brethren of the order of the Holy
Cross, and two secular clerks; but there is no indication
as to what they meant by ' order of the Holy Cross.' The
hospital was founded not later than 1237,6 some years
before there is any likelihood of the canons with whom we
are concerned having been known in this country; and
the numerous documents relating to it far from suggesting
any later connexion practically establish the contrary.

The net result is that during the three centuries or so
which elapsed between the first appearance of the ' crutched
friars' and the suppression of the religious houses, they

1 History of Surrey, vol. i. p. 299. This is given between asterisks
as having been ' communicated by Mr. Glover.'

2 See Wykeham's Register (Hampshire Record Society), i. 11-14.
3 Notitia (ed. Nasmith).
4 History of Kent, ii. 801.
* See Cal. Chart., 21 Hen. 3, m. 7.
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were able to make lasting establishments in four places
—London, Barham, Donington, and Colchester.

That these houses were under the jurisdiction of the
prior of Huy cannot be questioned. Barham depended
upon the London house, with which too Donington was
connected; and the situation of the London priory in regard
to Huy is apparent from the licence granted to it, for the
establishment of a house at Oxford. Were nothing else
forthcoming this would be sufficient proof that the ' crutched
friars ' of London, Barham, and Donington were canons of
the Holy Cross. But further evidence is to be found in
the archives of the order; and this evidence establishes
the same in regard to Colchester.

In the general chapter of 1456, a vicar-general was ap-
pointed for the purpose of visiting the English province x

on behalf of the master-general, who was required by the
constitutions to hold, by himself or by his deputy, a visita-
tion of every house belonging to the order, once in three
years.3 The vicar-general, then appointed, was confirmed
at the general chapter of 1462.3 Twenty-seven years later,
in 1489 that is, the prior of [?] Waten, in the diocese of
Cambrai, was named visitor for England, Scotland, Ireland,
and Wales; the London house being referred to by name.4

Three years later, again, the prior of Home was appointed
vicar-general of the English province, and with him were
sent three others that together they might labour at the
reformation of their London confreres. Russel says that

1 Fuit constitutiis vicarius generalis nomine Wilhelmus de Sutphalia
ad visitandam et reformandam Angliam. [Hermans ii. 282, citing Halloix
Diffiinitiones, MS. in 8vo, if. IOI , 102 and Diff. Cap. Gen. MS. Udensis
in 4to.]

2 Constitutions Dist. ii. cap. 7 De visitatoribus.
3 Confirmatus fuit Guilelmus de Zutphalia in suo vicariatu generalatus

pro reformatione et visitatione Angliae. [Hermans ii. 291, same authori-
ties, but ff. 102, 103 of Halloix.]

4 Fr. Goswinus Koviomagi, prior in Wateniss, ordinatus visitator plena
auctoritate et procurator conventuum regnorum et terrarum Angliae,
Scotiae, Hyberniae et Wallagiae : Fr. Joannes Essendiae item reformator
tarn in disciplina regulari quam in actibus conventuum et fratrum ordinis
in Londonia nostri usque ad revocationem nostram. [Hermans ii. 388.]
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struggling manfully they achieved this, and then one of the
foreigners, Br. Christian of Cologne, was appointed prior
of the house.1 Some forty years later, in the general chapter
of 1531, Fr. Henry, prior of ' Doneton,' was appointed
vicar and provincial for England.3 And in 1534 the prior
of ' Doniton,' provincial of England, and the prior of Col-
chester were named visitors of the English houses.3 This
was the last appointment: four years later the English
houses were suppressed.

That the chroniclers of the order do not appear to have
realised that some of the English foundations were extremely
short-lived, and came to an end long before the suppression,
may be gathered from four lists printed in the ' Annales ' ;
but one is hardly prepared to find Hertzworms, a seventeenth-
century prior of the Kruisheeren of Maeseyck quoting a
chronicle to the effect that the master-general died of grief
at the loss of so many and such illustrious convents in
England4—a statement far from suggesting the true state

1 [1492] Ultimo autem vitae suae Everhardus [ab Orsoy] misit ad
reformandum conventum Londoniensem in Anglia fratrem Gerbrandum
priorem Hornensem quern per earn provinciam suum generalem vicarium
constituit, necnon F. Cornelium Gerbrandi priorem Novi Fondi, F.
Christianum Coloniensem, et F. Lucam de Mechlinia Huensem qui in
reformatione eadem viriliter agonizantes, superatis pluribus periculis,
divina gratia cooperante et bonorum virorum auxilio optatum finem
reformationis adepti sunt, fratre Christiano priore ibi constituto.
[Russel, Chron. apud Hermans i. 146.]

2 Ordinatus fuit P. Henricus prior in Doneton in nostrum vicarium
et provincialem in toto regno Angliae generali auctoritate usque ad revoca-
tionem P. Generalis. [Hermans iii. 24.] The last prior of Donington was
Henry ' Weete,' who was said by Williams and London, the king's visitors,
in a letter to Sir Richard Riche, in 1538, to be ' an extreme aged man.'
[Lett, and Pap., xiii. (2) 1025, and cf. xv. 1032, p. 544.]

3 Anno 1534 s u b v e n - P- Generali Thoma de Gouda capitulum generale
ultimos visitatores deputat his verbis : Per Angliam visitabit venerabilis
prior in Doniton provincialis Angliae cum ven. priore Colcestriae. Con-
ventum in Doniton visitabit ven. prior Colcestriae cum socio per eum
assumendo. [Hertzworms, Rel. S. Crucis Auxeses, 23, 24 apud Hermans,
I. pt. ii. p. 17 note.]

4 Chronicon addit quod Ven. P. Ubachius ut vidit de tot et tarn egregiis
conventibus actum esse, moerore tabescens, obierit Huii. [Hertzworms
loc. cit.J
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of the case, for the houses were small and of little value from
the financial point of view.

The deed of surrender of the London priory was signed
by six canons l and that of Donington by the prior and one
other.3 As to Colchester, there is no available information;
but when the order obtained possession of the hospital, it
was on the condition that four English religious should be
therein maintained. The probability is that the total
number of canons in the province did not much exceed
a dozen. And its financial importance was no greater.
The annual income of the London house was returned at
£52 13s. 4<2., which would include Barham. Donington was
worth £19 13s. lod. a year; and Colchester £y js. 8d.
—that is, the total annual value of the English province was
just under £80.

This makes even more extraordinary, than it would in
any case be, the bull of Leo X, to which, in conclusion,
another reference must be made. This is not the place to
set out the indulgences and other privileges conferred on
those who, after visiting the churches, contributed to the
funds of the priories of London and Colchester, and on the
members of their confraternities ; or the faculties granted
to the canons and others who heard confessions. But
when one thinks of the pomp and circumstance which
attended a mitred prelate in days when mitres were not as
cheap as they are now, it is worth while to note that the
priors of London and Colchester were granted not only the
mitre but the other pontifical ornaments ; London being
a house of but little importance, except perhaps as a centre
for the German colony, and Colchester quite insignificant.
The questions arise as to why they were given this honour
a century and more before it was conferred on the master-
general ; as to who obtained it for them ; and as to the in-
ducements which prevailed with the papal curia. Questions
which probably will remain unanswered.

1 Eighth Report of the Deputy Keeper of the Records, App. 2.
8 Ibid.


